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Re; Media &locket 07-42 ' 

Dear Mr. Chairman: , 

I am writing to bring to the FCCk attention a programming matter with respect to 
our local Comcast cable system4iat my cdnstituehts have brought to my attention. 

Comcast remptly scquired4ghts fo Portland Trailblazers basketball games for a 
new regional sports network,it is creating. Although the Trailblazers used to be available 
on "analog basic" service via FOX Sports Northwest, Comcast is now forcing customers 
on its Portland system to upgrade to a more expensive "digital basic" tier in order to be 
able to watch the TKailblazecG .on this new Comcast-owned network. Comcast is also 
demanding that other sable .systems 3ndaate'llit~:carriers serving the area carry the new 
regional network pn bro:tr;sdly.available mu8t;buy tiers at a very high price. Thus far,. ,.. 
because there hayesbeen fegu (if any) takers for the r " 3 t ~ O r k  at Comcast's offered price, 
ComGast. may in &e,rdhave ,obtained exdusive programming. for its cable system - 
w h ' / o h ' c o u l d ~ ~ ~ V ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  et?kd-&f stifling vid& wmpefitioh in the Portland market, 

Corncast's- strategy to extract more revenue frarn.lts qustomers is even more , 5' 
blatant in connection with its offering of the NFL Network -.ai channhl that is of great 
interest to my constituents. That channel is only being offered on a special "payextra" 
sports tier for which customers will have to pay roughly $5.99-per month on top of their 
"digital basic" bill of $52 per month. I understand that Corncast's wholesale cost for the 
channels in this "payextra" package is less than $2.50 per month, meaning that 
Corncast profits by about $3.50- per moftth for every subscriber who pays retail for this 
"payextra" tier. 

The themeunderlying the treatment given to these v@igus channels seems to be 
that c h a n n e l s ~ ~ o ~ ~ a s l ~ ~ ~ w R ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ a d ~ ~ t ~ i s t r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ ' ~ ~ Q s e  that Comcast does not 
*OW~I gt$t jhoyed to l l~~Lui~el~aUai l$b le a@dbrno're expensiye tiers - usually in ways thot 
~ i ~ l . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , c o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ , y  r%oreifaiget dbat. they &ant; 06ann.ei cdrriags and. tiering 
dgcisi6rlslhos',~pp'~~~ to be h?&e dtibthe'ba&s 6f Comca6fs 'revenue and profit 
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potential, rather than on the appeal to consumers, the quality, or the ratings of the' 
channels and their programs- These Corncast practices are not in the best interest of 
Patdand consumers - my constituents. 

, 

I understand that the FCC has a pending rulemsking proceeding (Media Docket 
0742) in which it is,c4nsidering,possible rule changes so that carriage disputes like the 
ones involving NFL Network and various cable carriers can get resolved more quickly 
and in a consumer-focused manner, with the ultimate daci8ions based on the market 
value of the-programthing and not. whether a cable company owns it. We urge the FCC - ~___.--_ - - -- 

Although it is my belief that more than the an arbitration remedy will be needed to 
deal with cable company abuses such as those we have seen here, the remedy is at 
least a good stafl towards pro-competitive changes to the cable industry that will 
enhahce diversity of views ambng the channels delivered to consumers, and that 
ultimately will be in the best interest of my constituents. 

i 
A Sincerely, 

. ,  
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